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REBRIEFING ORDERED 

Bryan Keith Rakestraw was placed on fortyeight months’ suspended imposition of 

sentence on October 22, 2002, after pleading guilty to possession of a controlled substance. 

On October 11, 2006, the State filed a revocation petition, alleging that Rakestraw violated 

the  conditions  of  his  probation.  Following a  hearing,  the  trial  court  granted  the  State’s 

petition, finding that Rakestraw failed to pay his fines and costs, possessed instruments of 

crime, and possessed methamphetamine. Rakestraw was sentenced to fortyeight months in 

the Arkansas Department of Correction. 

Pursuant to Anders v. California, 386 U.S. 738 (1967), and Arkansas Supreme Court 

Rule 43(j), Rakestraw’s counsel has  filed a motion  to withdraw on  the ground  that  the 

appeal is whollywithoutmerit. The motion is accompanied by an abstract of the proceedings
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below and a brief in which counsel purportedly explains why there is nothing in the record 

that would support an appeal. The clerk of this court provided Rakestraw with a copy of his 

counsel’s brief and notified him of his right to file a pro se statement of points for reversal. 

Rakestraw did not file a pro se statement of points. 

Anders, supra, requires this court to conduct a full examination of the proceedings to 

decide if the case is “wholly frivolous” after Rakestraw’s counsel submits a nomerit brief. 

Anders, 386 U.S. at 744. We undertake this thorough review of the full record regardless of 

whether or not Rakestraw identifies the trial court’s errors. Our review of the record reveals 

that one adverse ruling was not abstracted and two adverse rulings were not discussed in the 

nomerit brief. These omissions are violations of Anders,  supra, and Arkansas Supreme 

Court  Rule  43(j).  Therefore,  we  deny  Rakestraw’s  counsel’s motion  to withdraw  and 

remand for rebriefing so that counsel may file a compliant nomerit brief. 

Rebriefing ordered. 

BIRD and GLOVER, JJ., agree.


